Shuffling the Immigrant 
pack 


The latest fraud in the attempt to 
deceive the public that strong action is being 
planned to curb immigration is the report of 
the Commons Select Committee published 
last month. 

Despite the fact that this report was 
hailed by Fleet Street, particularly that 
section of it which supports the Conservative 
party, with such sensational headlines as 
“Stem the Tide!” and “Stop the Flood!”, 
the report actually recommends nothing that 
will literally stop immigration of any 
category. It completely endorses so-called 
commitments to let in the unknown numbers 
of passport holders from Africa and Asia and 
their dependants; it advocates allowing 
further large-scale immigration in special 
circumstances; and it supports the continuing 
invasion of dependants and fiances. The 
completely fraudulent appearance of 
measures to curb immigration is created by 
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proposals to tinker with nationality laws and 
to shuffle the categories of Immigrants so 
that some have ‘priority’ over others in the 
never-ending queue. 

The report states that there will be no 
further large scale immigration unless in 
“exceptional individual circumstances”. In 
other words, it does not commit itself to 
stop mass immigration at all. One “excep- 
tional individual circumstance” will be the 
flood of 3 million Hong Kong Chinese when 
the colony eventually reverts to the owner- 
ship of mainland China, a circumstance to 
which the Select Committee naturally did 
not refer. 

The Select Committee stated that 
there was no question of going back on 
commitments to UK passport holders and 
their dependants, because the treasonous 
bunk referred to as the ‘“‘moral force” of 
these commitments made it impossible. 
Consequently, says the report, there will be 
“no significant change in the pattern of this 
immigration.” The committee thought that 
if immigration ‘generally’ is subject to more 
“strict control”, then there will be “‘less 
public disquiet” if passport holders are 
hastened into the country. This of course 
means that they hope to avoid a public 
outcry if the flood of such Immigrants can 
be disguised by speeding up their entry while 
a smokescreen of ‘control’ is thrown up. 

The 30,000 or more East African 
passport holders and their dependants are 
regarded as a clear case of admission. So far 
as those from India are concerned, the 
report accepts their right of admission while 
at the same time confessing it has no idea of 
the numbers to be expected! The pathetic 
proposal here is that a round figure quota of 
those entitled to come should be announced, 
after which such immigration would be 
allowed to continue on the basis of ‘special 


vouchers’! 

The report recommends nothing to 
curb the immigration of dependants of 
Immigrants already in Britain. They are to 
receive ‘priority’, though, over other 
categories. The first priority group to be 
allowed in are wives and children of 
Immigrants who settled in Britain before 
1973; secondly, wives and children of those 
who settled after that date where there are 
children under 12; then “‘compassionate 
cases” of “‘other dependants”; and finally, 
the flood of male ‘fiances’ who — the news- 
paper reports announced triumphantly — are 
put to “‘the back of the queue’’. Not removed 
from it — they just go to the back of it! 

Unbelievably, this utter drivel from 
the Commons Select Committee could be 
described by the Daily Telegraph as a “total 
ban on all future immigration”! Depending 
on whether the Committee members were 
Labour or Conservative, opinions varied as 
to whether these meaningless proposals 
would produce a “sharp reduction in the 
inflow” or an “increase in immigration in 
the short-term”, in other words, whether it 
would speed up or slow down the rate of 
immigration. Whichever is the outcome, the 
fact remains that the alien Immigrant flood 
will continue unabated, and these latest 
proposals will do nothing to stop it. 

It is simply a question of how long it 
takes them to get here. 


France: how the left 


nearly won 

The victory of the right-wing coalition 
in the recent French elections provided some 
interesting aspects. 

As the elections approached, nearly all 
media predictions were that the left alliance 
of Mitterand and Marchais would emerge 
triumphant. These predictions were enforced 
by the ‘findings’ of countless opinion polls. 

Having then forecast a leftist victory, 
the media pundits were obliged to back up 
their prognostications with some sort of 
rationale for such a turn of events. How was 
it that the French, who had experienced a 
considerable national revival under right- 
wing governments since 1958 and whose 
economic performance during this time had 
far outstripped that of Britain, bringing with 
it a prosperity for all classes that France had 
never before known . . . how was it that they 
could possibly want a change which would 
be likely to take the country back to the 
political conditions of the chaotic and 
stagnant Fourth Republic and in the process 
give the Communists considerable power? 

All sorts of reasons were put forward 
which did not sound very convincing. 


~ Young, first-time voters were not impressed 


with the patriotic rhetoric of Gaullism and 
did not know how bad conditions had been 
in the old days. Certain social and 
occupational groups demanded a greater 
slice of the national cake. Not enough of the 
nation’s prosperity was going to social 
services. 


Rise of French left a media creation? 


In the event all the prophets were 
proved wrong. The left did not win. The 
reasons given as to why they might win were 
seen to be groundless or, at the best, 
exaggerated. 

Could it be that the biggest reason 
why the French might have deserted their 
senses and elected a left-wing government 
was left out of all the analyses — that the 
International Financial establishment and 
the news media which, as a rule, dances to 
its tune wanted the left to win, because it 
calculated that a France thus governed 
would be nationally weaker and therefore a 
more pliant tool in its hand than under the 
present rightist coalition? The media was 
thereby orchestrated so as to make a win for 
the left both more attractive and more likely. 

This could account for the fact that 
the left had, in the run up to the election, as 
much support as it evidently did, and for the 
fact that its support was grossly exaggerated. 

We should know by now that under 
our vaunted Western ‘democracy’ the fact 
that one set of national leaders have proved 
that they can govern a country much better 
than their rivals is no guarantee that the 
electorate will not turn them out and put 
their rivals in. If those rivals have certain 
very powerful interests on their side — 
powerful enough to manipulate public 
opinion through their control of the mass 
media, such factors as success and failure 
will not count for nearly as much as they 
should. 

The commonsense of the French 
people led them to reject the left at the polls 
— but not by anything like the margin that 
they ought to have done, given France’s 
recent history. The narrowness of the left’s 
defeat, when in all sanity it should have been 
annihilated, is a testimony to the power of 
those hidden forces in contemporary politics 
which can sway the popular will against all 
considerations of rational judgement. We 
ignore those forces at our peril. 


Planned unemployment 


While the Government wails and 
wrings its hands over Britain’s unemploy- 
ment rate and repeatedly assures the 
electorate of its determination to bring it 
down, behind the scenes it is co-operating 
in measures that will ensure unemployment 
gets worse. 


* In a recent interview the head of the 
World Bank, Robert McNamara, acknow- 
ledged that the governments of the developed 
nations were willingly collaborating in a 
scheme to run down systematically their 
own industries in order to give an increasing 
share of their home markets to imports from 
the so-called ‘underdeveloped’ countries. 
Said McNamara:— 

S . we need to help developed 
countries anticipate by product line the 
expansion of exports from developing 
countries so that they may plan to adjust 
their economies accordingly if the 
expansion of imports were anticipated over, 
say, a ten-year period ... there would be 
time for orderly adjustments.” 

At the time of the last big loan that 
Britain negotiated from the International 
Monetary Fund one of the firm conditions 
laid down by the IMF was that we would 
agree not to introduce import controls. The 
IMF and the World Bank work in close 


‘harness with each other, the one concen- 


trating on loans to countries momentarily 
in balance-of-payments difficulties and the 
other on financing big development projects 
mainly in Third World countries. Britain, in 
agreeing to the terms of the IMF loan, is 
clearly paving the way inside her own 
economy for more unemployment in the 
future. 

Already this process can be seen at 
work. Our market is being flooded with 
cheap textile products from the Far East to 
the great detriment of our home textile 
industry. A huge volume of electrical and 
mechanical goods are pouring into Britain 
from places like Hong Kong, Singapore, 
Malaysia, Korea and Taiwan. 

The picture is quite clear. While all 
the politicians make speeches against 
unemployment, in practice they are actively 
promoting it by their allegiance to inter- 
nationalism and their active collaboration 
with One-World financial agencies, whose 
purpose it is to use the cheap labour of the 
Orient to bring the economies of countries 
like Britain to ruin. 

McNamara’s words make clear that the 
process is to be gradual. If it were otherwise, 
our unemployment figures would go 
dramatically up and in the resulting furore 
popular pressure to end the racket might 
become too great for the political safety of 
the parties in power. By the slower method 
our Government (and the Conservatives, 
who approve of the same policy) hope that 


the orders of their international masters can. 


be carried out without the people noticing 
what is happening. 


Coggan: clerical dupe 


Dr. Coggan, Archbishop of Canterbury 
— surely the archetype of the spineless and 
effete clerical liberal — recently uttered his 
wholehearted support for a world tyranny 
exercised through the United Nations. 

Writing in a Diocesan Letter, he 
proclaimed that a UN “peacekeeping force 


with modern aids’ could do an awful lot for 
“world peace”, acting like a “‘professsional 
police force”. He also called for a “‘stronger 
world order’, which he believed would 
promote greater international understanding. 
“T believe it can be done,” he said, “‘and so 
do our experts in the Foreign Office. They 
recognise that the United Nations is a very 
good basis.” 

How the evil men behind the scenes 
who are plotting the “world order” fate for 
us all must love these decadent dupes who 
infest the Church today, and who can be 
relied on, in the haze of their liberal, idealistic 
stupidity, to support any scheme that will 
abolish nations in favour of a world 
dictatorship. 

Of course such a system will bring 
‘peace’ to the world, for the simple reason 
tha nobody will be in a position to resist the 
professional world police force. Like the 
‘peace’ that reigns in the Soviet Union, it 
will be the peace of death. And is Dr. 
Coggan simple-minded enough to believe 
that, when this Marxist millennium actually 
arrives, it will be the kind of society where 
the Christian religion will have a premier 
place? 


Meaningful and relevant 


A Conservative conference on education 
last month heard that the whole future of 
religious education was in “the throes of a 
major crisis” as a result of falling standards, 
shortage of teachers and a rejection of the 
subject by pupils. 

One teacher at the conference, the 
Head of Divinity at Manchester Grammar 
School, said that “‘the church had failed to 
reach the younger generation,” and went on 
to describe the kind of religious education 
that was needed in schools:— 

“We are not talking about peddling 
bible stories and out-worn dogmas and 
incomprehensible creeds and sentimental 
hymns but religion presented in the relevant 
language of our time.” 

When are these so-called ‘Conservatives’ 
going to realise that it is largely because 
religion has been subverted with all the 
‘meaningful’ and ‘relevant’ language of our 
time such as _ multi-racialism, pseudo- 
Communism and Heaven knows what other 
kinds of ‘progressive’ nonsense that the 
Christian religion is in the parlous state that 
it is? The Church has failed to reach the 
younger generation largely for the same 
reasons, for people aré attracted to it for the 
certainties of those dogmas that have now 
been decreed ‘outworn’, and not for 
‘dialogues’ with Marxism and the politics of 
“‘world order’. 


ACCOMMODATION WANTED 


NF activist, mature single man, requires accom- 
modation urgently in East London area, 


preferably with NF members. Up to £13 p.w. 
Replies to: Box 9191, 91 Connaught Road, 
Teddington, Middx. 
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THE KU KLUX KLAN is trying to set itself 
up in business in this country — no doubt 


' you will have noticed. 


First Mr. David Duke, head of one 
Klan faction, lands in Britain and announces 
his intention to get the KKK going over 
here. Next Mr. Bill Wilkinson, head of 
another Klan faction, pops up here and 
announces that he is going to do likewise. 

Exactly what differentiates one of 
these Klan factions from the other is some- 
thing which few Britons will know. 

And, we suspect, fewer still will care. 

For whatever the merits or otherwise 
of the Ku Klux Klan to Americans, it is 
totally irrelevant in this country. It is 
alien to this country. It is not needed in this 
country. 

It is in fact just a nuisance. 

The Klan leaders say they are coming 
over here because Britain has a race problem, 
like America. 

So it does, but we have our ways of 
dealing with our race problem and we do not 
require outsiders to come over here and do it 
for us. America has her ways of dealing with 
her race problem and it would be impertinent 
for us to go over there and try to do it for 
her. 

There is a movement in Britain 
perfectly capable of dealing with Britain’s 
race problem. That movement is the National 
Front. : 

The way of the National Front is the 
way of open, above-board lawful political 
action. Marches, demonstrations, public 
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meetings, literature distribution, all aimed at 
explaining the problem to the people. Then 
the rallying of public support by contesting 
elections — the seeking of political power 
through the ballot box. 

Not running round in the dead of 
night concealing ourselves under hoods and 
burning crosses. 

We don’t necessarily fall for the 
anti-Klan propaganda churned out by the 
political left, by the gutter press, by Holly- 
wood and by those who have a vested 
interest in race-mixing. We don’t believe that 
the Klan was, or is now, just motivated by 
hate. We don’t believe that its aim is to 
ill-treat the coloured man. 

As for its methods, its ceremonies, its 
ritual, its customs — they may represent the 
best method of defending the White Race in 
America, they may not. That is for 
Americans to decide. 

What we British will decide is the 
approach to be used in defending the White 
Race in our country, and most Britons have 
already decided that the National Front 
approach is the right approach and not any 
other. 


There will of course always be a few. 


pathetic little cranks who will favour the 
Klan approach here. For one thing, they can 
hide their identities beneath their hoods and 
dunces’ caps. That way has a certain appeal 
to those too cowardly to come out into the 
open, and for those who want to find a 
substitute for serious political activity — the 


Another foreign import 
we can do without 


drop-outs from the arena of real political 
action. 

Probably the Klan leaders from the 
States are under no illusions about the 
small-time clowns they are likely to recruit 
in this country. Probably they didn’t spend 
all that money on the trip over the Atlantic 
mainly for the purpose of recruiting. 
Probably they did it for the publicity. In 
that case they haven’t done too badly. 

Klan faction leader Wilkinson no 
doubt thought he was onto a good thing 
from the publicity point of view when he 
claimed his mythical contacts with the 
National Front. In fact the NF wouldn’t 
waste five minutes on him. 

Duke, while he was here, managed to 
get time on radio and TV. Those who 
happened to hear him might well think that 
he was a young man of sincerity and 
intelligence who may in the fullness of time 
have something valuable to contribute to the 
cause of the White Man in America. 

Right now he has nothing at all to 
contribute to the cause of the White Man in 
Britain and he would have done better not 
to come. 

We have a homegrown British product 
called the National Front which right at this 
moment is probably making more progress 
towards winning political influence than 
anyone of like aims anywhere else in the 
world. 

When it comes to a style of doing 
things, that success speaks for itself. 


MARTIN WEBSTER 


THE WEWS OF THE 
WORLD'S DIRTY GAMES 


LATE last December it will be remembered 
that the News of the World covered its front 
pages with particulars of court convictions 
sustained by John Tyndall and myself. 

As is well known, none of those 
convictions was for dishonesty or any other 
act which might reflect discredit on our 
personal characters. All the offences 
stemmed from purely political activity 
during our admittedly wild and woolly 
‘political adolescence’ of more than a decade 
ago. 

Details of our offences were to have 
been incorporated into Joe Ashton MP’s 
Labour Party Parliamentary Broadcast, 
which was an hysterical and fundamentally 
dishonest attack on the National Front and 
which was transmitted early in December. 

But the BBC authorities insisted on 
the deletion of the details as our offences 
had been “spent” under the terms of the 
Rehabilitation of Offenders Act which 
makes it unlawful to publish details of an 
individual’s court convictions after a period 
of years has elapsed in which the individual 
has sustained no further convictions. 

The News of the World, full of bogus 
courage and moral humbug (so characteristic 
of that breed of journalist who derive their 
living from sniffing along the gutters in an 
endless quest for undiscovered turds) 
splashed “‘the full facts’ the BBC had 
deleted, declaring it was prepared to risk 
all in its determination to provide its reader- 
ship with “‘the truth’. 


NO COURAGE NEEDED 


No courage or moral imperatives 
prompted the News of the World’s action. 
The BBC refused to broadcast Ashton’s 
smearmongering not for lack of courage nor 
a desire to be fair to John Tyndall and 
myself, but because the BBC is bound by the 
terms of its Charter, granted by Parliament, 
which requires the Corporation not to 
broadcast unlawful material. 

The News of the World is not bound 
by such a Charter and was not therefore 
inhibited by any consideration other than 
the possibility of court action under the 
terms of the Rehabilitation of Offenders Act. 

While it is unlawful to publish an 
individual’s past convictions after they have 
become “‘spent” under the terms of the Act, 
such an action is not a criminal offence. All 
such an unlawful action amounts to is a 
particular type of libel in respect of which 
the injured individual can only secure justice 
by means of a lengthy (years) and extremely 
expensive (thousands of pounds) private 
civil action. 


The News of the World is part of 
Rupert Murdoch’s multi-million pound, 
multi-national publishing empire — News 
International — which has holdings in 
Australia, Britain, the United States and 
Canada. It employs an army of lawyers and 
has millions of pounds to spend on legal 
actions. Compared to such money power, 
the financial resources of John Tyndall and 
myself — even if backed to the hilt by the 
NF — are puny. 


ESTABLISHMENT BULLY BOYS 


When these realities are borne in mind 
it can be seen that the News of the World, so 
far from acting the role of the daring 
crusader for “Truth” was simply acting as 
one of the Establishment’s bully boys 
involved in an attempt at character- 
assassination. 

John Tyndall and I are leading figures 
in a new political movement which owes 
nothing, intellectually or financially, to the 
Establishment and which has shown the 
potential to make inroads into the nation’s 
political power structure. 

In the face of such a threat the reaction 
of the Establishment is inevitable: John 
Tyndall and Martin Webster must be 
destroyed ... by character assassination if 
possible — but any other kind of assassination 
will do if we appear to be capable of surviving 
the assaults of the media. 

In addition to character assassination 
the people who prompt the media’s ‘hit’ 
men may have a motive in mind beyond 
mere character assassination. 

The party managers of both the 
Conservative and Labour parties fear the 
NF’s plan to put 300+ candidates in the field 
at the next General Election. They know 
that NF candidates can win high enough 
votes to be able to lose for either major 
party seats which they might otherwise win. 
Thus both parties are anxious to see as few 
NF candidates in the field as possible. 


LITIGATION TRAP? 


As I examined in our last issue, the 
idea of the Board of Deputies of British Jews 
principal MP, Greville Janner, is to bump up 
the -cost of candidates’ election deposits. 
This idea has been opposed by many sections 
of the Establishment’s media as being too 
crude and obvious a method of monopolising 
““democracy”’. 

Perhaps the media’s tactic of perpe- 
trating ever more outrageous defamations 
and libels on the NF’s leadership is being 
carried out in the hope that we will be 


provoked into involving ourselves, our time, 
our nervous energy and most importantly, 
the party’s money, in a protracted series of 
High Court actions. 

If this tactic were successful then large 
sums of money would be going into lawyers’ 
pockets rather than into our new Head 
Office building fund, candidates’ deposits, 
election leaflets, envelopes, posters and all 
the gear we will need to hit our enemies 
where it hurts them most: the ballot box. 

Merely because the News of the World 
allowed Joe Ashton to publish what the BBC 
would not allow him to broadcast it should 
not be thought that the News of the World 
has become pro-Labour. 

On the contrary, the News of the 
World is being used by Margaret Thatcher 
and her Tory Central Office advisers to 
condition the public to accept the desirability 
of the Tory Party having (pretending to have) 
an “‘anti-Immigration”’ policy. 

Since late last year, the News of the 
World has been flooded with horror stories 
about the NF, then the British Movement 
‘Honour Guard’, then Ku Klux Klan 
‘Wizards’. The purpose of these stories is to 
suggest that unless the Tory Party takes up 
Immigration then the race problem will be 
exploited by horrible fanatics. 

It was not by any accident that the 
News of the World obtained exclusive rights 
to cover a cross-burning ceremony led by a 
hooded nonentity from America who had 
been lured to Britain by promises of huge 
publicity. 

Nor was it by accident that the News 
of the World exclusively obtained the Tory 
Central Office leaked details of the Tory 
Party’s plans to launch its phoney “‘anti- 
Immigration” policy. 

The Observer of 23rd March noted: 

“Mrs. Margaret Thatcher has acquired 
a new friend. He is Mr. Larry Lamb, Editorial 
Director of Mr. Rupert Murdoch’s News 
International which owns The Sun and the 
News of the World. From time to time Mrs. 
Thatcher has been seen slipping into Mr. 
Lamb’s office for a discreet whisky and chat. 
The hospitality is returned...” ; 

I wonder if that fool Ashton realises 
yet that he was given space in the News of 
the World not for the prime purpose of 
hammering the NF but in order to provide 
“justification” for Mrs. Thatcher’s ‘“‘anti- 
Immigration” policy! 


SPEARHEAD FUND 


Money over and above normal 
income from sales is needed to 


build up SPEARHEAD. 


Your help would be greatly 
appreciated. Please make out your 
postal orders or cheques to Spear- 
head, and send them to: 91 Con- 
naught Road, Teddington, Middx. 
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Mutti-Racialists PUNTERS IGNORE 


who.... 


want this... 


RAPED WOMAN'S 


By F. A. SANDROCK, Crime Correspondent 
AN 18-YEAR-OLD woman who was held 
prisoner for eight hours, raped four 
times and sexually assatlted, was, ignored 
after she escaped from her captor and begged 
for help in a betting-shop and in a Shepherds 
Bush street. 
Eventually she was dragged ‘screaming .out of the - 


betting shop and down the street by a Black man—and 
still no. one intervened. 


The man_ fled only ‘when 
she managed to break free a 
‘second time. 


‘Ripped off clothes 
The ‘woman, who was in the 
should — Bush area at 5 a.m. 
n Saturday, was approached by 
read a “black man who invited ger to 
a party. She accompanied him 


a to a flat, but no one else was 
this ee 


The man attacked. nen ripped 
off her clothes, raped her four 
apes and “sexually assaulted 


At about 1 p.m. on Secuilal: 
she ,.managed to escape from 
the flat, ran along epherds 
Bush Road, and into the bet- 
ting shop. But she was ignored 
Me everyone she asked for 
elp. 


She had been there for va 
minute or two when the ‘Black 


ho had b 
to lead to this.... pee ba ct eae 


YOUTHS 
TORTURE 
GIRL, 13 


By Our Crime Correspondent 
| 15-YEAR-OLD girl was 
‘A tortured for an hour 
by six youths: in an_ empty 
b of flats in . Brixton, 
South London, yesterday. 
‘Police said the. girl . was 
barned with matches and 


Sunday Telegraph 12.3.78 
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still no one went to her aid. 


cigarette lighters, beaten, and lighters, and beaten.” 
subjected to ’a savage. sex <yact night’ police appealed 
assault. for anyone’ who was in the 

The attack on the girl, whose Ferndale Road and ‘Bedford 
condition was said last night to Read area early yesterday 
be “serious,” was described by morning and saw six coloured 
one detective as “one of the yeuths with a oe white girl 
most savage I have ever seen.” 9 contact them immediately at 

rig re said the girl had been Brixton police station. — 

_a party in Ferndale Road, 
Deintes. and had left with a 
group of youths at 6.45 am. As 
the girl reached Ferndale 
Gourt, an unoccupied block of 
flats, ghe was dragged inside by 
six youths. 

“They kept the girl in a flat 
for about an hour,” said a 
détective. “She was burned 
with matches and cigarette 


‘ Goatee beard : : 


She continued | ‘screaming 
and (struggling outside in the 
street, and managed to break 
away from the man, who: then 
fled. Police were called and 
the . woman was medically 
examined, treated, and taken 
home. 

Her. asailant is~described ds 
being about 30 years old, five 
feet ten inches tall, of stocky 
build, with a “ goatee” beard. 


= Police toured the area later 
anand this! on Saturday, and yesterday 
tried to trace witnesses to the 
incident, ‘described: as “a 
violent sexual assault.” 


Daily Telegraph 20.3.78 


KENNETH FODERINGHAM 


A brief reminder 
about Kings, Queens 
and Communists 


IN HIS article “Keep the Royal Family out 
of Race Relations Minefield” (July 1977) 
Martin Webster highlighted the spectacle of 
our Queen entertaining Communists — and 
of Prince Charles associating with known 
revolutionaries and republicans of the 
Socialist Workers Party. 

These people are, as all patriots know, 
aiming at Revolution to bring about a Com- 
munist society in which royalty will be 
hounded out of existence — a stereotyped 
society dominated by the junk-shop ideals of 
the far Left. 

The French Revolutionary Reign of 
Terror of 1793-1794 was Communism’s 
first great advance. It was the blueprint for 
the Russian Revolution of 1917 and of mass 
violence everywhere in recent history. The 
Revolution in France was organised and led 
by middle-class journalists and lawyers. 
Their troops were gangs of vagrants and the 
Paris Mob. A_ useless and _ irresponsible 
aristocracy was incapable of resisting the 
anarchy that engulfed France, preferring 
instead the observance of an empty and 
pointless Court Etiquette. For example, 
worrying about how far down the chest the 
hat should be held when addressing a royal 
bastard. They squandered millions of francs 
on pleasure while society collapsed around 
them. 

The slow-witted Louis XVI was 
deposed by the Revolutionaries in 1792 and 
a Republican Government called a 
“Convention” took control. It was dominated 
by the extreme left-wing Jacobins and 
Montagnards — the driving force of the 
Revolution. Its leaders, Jacques Danton and 
Maximilien Robespierre, demanded the 
King’s execution on the grounds that 
kingship itself was a crime. The Convention 
voted on the issue by a show of hands “‘so 
that traitors may be known.” Sentence of 
death was approved and the King of France 
was executed by the dreaded guillotine. 

When Marie Antoinette, Queen of 
France, appeared before a Revolutionary 
Tribunal, the Assistant Prosecutor of the 
Republic, Jacques Hebert had already 
thought up a fantastic but entirely false 
crime with which to charge her. An 
accusation so obscene that there would be 
no chance of an acquittal. The Queen was 
accused of having had sexual excesses with 
her son, the 8 years old Dauphin. The boy 
had previously been separated from his 
mother and programmed by Hebert over a 
period of several months. He was plied with 
brandy, billiards and obscene books; his bed 


was unmade for six months, both it and he 
were alive with vermin. 

In the autumn of 1793 the Queen was 
taken to the Place de la Revolution for 
execution. Her hands were tied painfully 
behind her back, her hair was roughly 
cropped and a bonnet was jammed on her 
head. She sat on a plank in an open tumbril, 
pulled by two cart-horses for the 45 minute 
bone-jarring journey. Her escort was the 
jeering Paris Mob. 

In death, as in life, the Republic had 
declared that there should be equality, even 
on the journey to the scaffold. 

In the Reign of Terror that followed, 
thousands lost their heads for offences real 
or imagined, against “The People’. If a 
person forgot to address another as “‘citizen”’ 
he was guillotined. If a man coveted another’s 
wife he simply denounced the husband as a 
royalist sympathiser. Hence the Revolution 
turned on itself, even to the extent of 
beheading its own leaders — including the 
murderous Robespierre. 


BOLSHEVIK OBSCENITIES 


The Royal Family in Russia, at the 
outbreak of the Bolshevik Revolution in 
late 1917, consisted of the Tsar Nicholas II, 
the Tsarina Alix, a 13 years old son Alexei, 
and four young daughters — Olga, Tatiana, 
Marie and Anastasia. At first it was hoped 
that the Tsar’s family would be allowed to 
live in exile in Britain, as guests of the Tsar’s 
first cousin George V. But in order to reach 
a Russian seaport it was necessary to pass 
through Petrograd (now Leningrad). The 
Petrograd Soviet refused permission and the 
British Government declined to offer shelter. 

The Royal prisoners were taken by 
train to Tobolsk in Siberia. The following 
May they were transferred to their final 
destination — Ekaterinburg. On July 15 
1918, by order of the Lenin Government, 
members of the Committee of the Ural 
Soviet met at Ekaterinburg and sentenced 
the Royal Family to death. A rabid Bolshevik 
named Yurovsky was given the job of 
executioner. In the middle of the night of 
July 15, Yurovsky ordered all the family to 
assemble. Sentence of death was read out, 
although exactly what “‘crime’”’ the children 
had committed was never disclosed. 

Immediately the Red guards indulged 
in an orgy of slaughter and crude butchery 
to a degree that was almost obscene. The 
unrecognisable bodies were taken to a 
nearby forest, seared with sulphuric acid, 


% 


burned and thrown down a mineshaft. 

A grateful government awarded 
Yurovsky the Inspectorship of Ekaterinburg 
Province and a pension. The name of 
Ekaterinburg itself was changed to 
Sverdlovsk, in memory of the Jewish 


‘Bolshevik — Minister Jacob Sverdlovsk — 


who had organised the revolting murders. 

The Royal Houses of Capet and 
Romanov were autocratic. Today the British 
Royal Family is democratic. Yet any Red 
will tell you that it makes no difference. 

Remember, if and when the Left seizes 
power, Royalty will be “‘abolished’’. 

In Communist states, royal families 
cannot exist. They must be murdered, 
because kings, queens and their heirs — 
imprisoned or alive in exile — provide a 
rallying point for patriots determined to halt 
and destroy the Revolution. Therefore they 
must be executed — publicly if the people 
are depraved enough to allow it. Otherwise 
privately and violently. 

The Royal House of Windsor is our 
rallying point and the National Front 
provides the patriots for the fight against the 
slavery of International Communism. God 
forbid that we should ever see a guillotine in 
Trafalgar Square. 


READ 
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RICHARD VERRALL 


THE ILLUSION 


OF RADICALISM 


SPEARHEAD has devoted many of its pages 
recently to what has been called ‘The 
Democracy Farce’. By that, of course, is 
meant the sedulously fostered illusion that 
we live today in a democratic society — a 
society that frequently permits the expression 
of every alternative political point of view, 
irrespective of how strongly the ruling 
powers may be opposed to it. 

Such a ‘democracy’, as we know, 
simply does not exist. Its appearance only 
exists, and that seems enough to satisfy the 
average British citizen who is always 
expressing his thankfulness that he lives in 
a ‘democracy’. He is perfectly happy in that 
illusion so long as he can see what he thinks 
are a multi-party system, free elections and a 
free press. What in fact exists is a system 
that is ‘democratic’ only as long as outsiders 
do not take part in the system and offer a 
real challenge to it. The moment they do, 
democracy becomes a tyranny. The National 
Front is offering that challenge, so now 
there is a scheme afoot to keep the NF from 
participating in elections by raising financial 
deposits, a scheme put forward after the 
main parties had awarded themselves extra 
finance from the public exchequer. 

Of course while this kind of corruption 
goes on behind closed doors, the public must 
see a very different face of democracy. 
Perhaps the most important face which our 
illusory democracy must present for public 
view is that of choice — the notion that real 
differences exist between newspapers and 
journalists, between political commentators, 
and above all between the main political 
parties, between Government and 
Opposition. 

The true picture is very different. No 
such choice and no such fundamental 
differences actually exist. What you have is 
a liberal concensus tyranny. All politicians, 
all media men and all policy or ideas 
merchants everywhere meet on a common 
ground of shared values. There are no 
exceptions. These values are liberal-left, 
multi-racialist and internationalist, and 
anyone who rejects those principles totally 
will find that his path to fame, fortune and 
advancement in today’s democracy comes to 
an abrupt dead-end. Of course, you can be a 
socialist, i.e. a person who believes that 
within liberal, internationalist and multi- 
racialist society, there should be less private 
profit and more redistribution of wealth. Or 
you can be a conservative, i.e. a person who 
does not believe those things should obtain 
in our liberal, internationalist and multi- 
racialist society, and who also advocates 
private education or firmer moral standards. 
You can even be a revolutionary socialist or 
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a conservative reactionary, for both are able 
to argue that their doctrines are more 
genuinely devoted to liberal ideas, ‘freedom’ 
and internationalism. But what you cannot 
be is an opponent of the fundamental 
principles of liberalism, internationalism and 
multi-racialism. 

This tyrannical concensus of political 
ideas, which is frequently disguised as 
‘moderation’ or the ‘middle ground’, exists 
because at the very top of the Establishment 
is a controlling financial elite upon whom all 
governments, political parties, news media 
and journalists ultimately depend for 
patronage, and which is dedicated to the 
creation of a raceless and nationless ‘world 
community’. 

But of course it would not do if there 
appeared to be no opposition at all to the 
liberal concensus tyranny, for people would 
then quickly realise that it was indeed a 
tyranny. There has to be an appearance of 
radical opposition if there is to be an 
appearance of democracy. It is necessary for 
ideas to be put forward which seem 
aggressively different, opposed to the 
prevailing viewpoint, critical of orthodox 
thinking and the operations of Establishment 
figures. Naturally, these cannot be real new 
and radical ideas which might upset the 
apple-cart. They just have to look that way. 


MERELY AN EXTENSION 


We see the result today in what might 
be called concensus radicalism! It is 
radicalism created and promoted by the 
Establishment, apparently in opposition to 
it, but in fact merely an extension, an 
extreme extrapolation of its own 
fundamental principles. 

On the most basic level we see this 
bogus radicalism represented in the political 
extreme Left. Its policies are supposedly 
‘revolutionary’, violently opposed to the 
central position of the Establishment; but in 
fact it is created and controlled ‘opposition’, 
a point leftward of the leftist concensus. 
Consider, for example, the question of race. 
What is the fundamental difference on the 
race issue between, say, Edward Heath, the 
Communist party, Margaret Thatcher, Paul 
Holborow, the Daily Mirror and the Times? 
All of them detest ‘racialism’ (and of course 
the National Front). All of them believe 
wholeheartedly in a multi-racial society. All 
of them believe in racial equality. These are 
the basic issues, not numbers, or immigration 
‘controls’ or the degree of race relations 
legislation, about which all the above will 
fight furiously in a mock battle of profound 
disagreement. Indeed it is because of their 


essential agreement that all the main parties, 
together with the extreme Left, are able to 


unite in various ‘‘anti-racialist’’ organisations. 
And yet to read the newspapers you would 
think for all the world that there was real 
argument and disagreement about race going 
on. 


so revolutionary, is it likely that the Estab- 
lishment would promote it with the 
publicity and fawning attention it receives? 
Would Penguin Books so enthusiastically 
peddle Marxism if Marxism was really such 
a threat to the established order? Would the 
BBC continually invite left-wing agitators of 
every hue and stripe to pronounce on all 
sorts of matters in television discussions? 
Would Tariq Ali be invited to promote his 
‘dangerous’ ideas in book reviews for the 
Sunday newspapers, or Paul Foot of the 
Socialist Workers Party on What the Papers 
Say? 


DISGUISING THE FACTS 


The Establishment is in fact busy 
promoting a flurry of fraudulent radicalism 
to disguise the fact of immoveable concensus. 
Extremist multi-racialists can thus be 
contrasted with moderate, ‘conservative’ but 
no less committed multi-racialists. Indeed, 
marking a point to the extreme left actually 
helps to mobilise the respectable voting 
fodder behind ‘moderate’ but no less leftist 
policies which differ in degree rather than 
kind. 

The public is constantly assailed by 
manufactured radicalism of all kinds — 
campaigning newspapers and TV journalists 
who aggressively take up bogus ‘anti- 
Establishment’ positions; leftist pressure 
groups of every type; student ‘dissent’; 
‘revolutionary’ new trends in pop culture 
that are really the creation of Establishment 
commercial empires; the approved radical 
chic of Time Out; and hosts of sociologists, 
‘underground’ artists, academics and 
assorted intellectuals whose ideas appear 
“new and challenging’ but are nothing more 
than sterile permutations of left-liberal 
orthodoxy. | 

Bogus left-orientated ‘radicalism’ 
receives respectful attention, patronage and 
publicity because it is not a challenge to 
those basic philosophical beliefs which 
mould our society. It shares them. What is 
new, challenging and profoundly radical 
today is racial nationalism. That is why the 
BBC holds ‘debates’ on immigration without 
inviting the National Front. That is why our 
viewpoint simply does not exist so far as the 
world of newspapers, books, television and 
the academy is concerned. That is why a 
Bill is being promoted in Parliament to stop 
our participation in the ‘democratic process’’. 

It is why the National Front is the 
target of a universal, unremitting and vicious 
hostility that is unprecedented in the history 
of British politics. 


If the ‘revolutionary’ Left was really 
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Det 


IN BRIEF 


¢ MYTH-MAKER 


Spearhead recently commented on _ the 
newly published book by Count Nikolai 
Tolstoy, Victims of Yalta, a work which has 
expanded our knowledge of the terrible fate 
suffered by the several million Russian 
prisoners captured by the Germans during 
World War II, many of them anti-Communists, 
who were forcibly repatriated to the Soviet 
' Union after the war by the Allies to be 
butchered by Stalin. Thousands of them, 
including the noble Cossacks, preferred 
suicide rather than deportation to Russia. 

But according to a certain Reuben 
Ainsztein writing in the Sunday Times, this 
appalling episode in the Allied conduct of 
the war is “‘a myth’’. Solzhenitsyn, Tolstoy 
and others have made it all up! In his 
article “Myth of the Yalta ‘victims’ ”’, 
Ainsztein tells us what really happened. 
Apparently, most of these Russians cheer- 
fully volunteered to repatriate themselves, 
because, of course, they knew they had 
nothing to fear from kindly Joe Stalin. Only 
a minority of “the most criminal and 
degenerate’”’ who volunteered for the SS and 
took part in “the most atrocious acts’’ were 
forcibly repatriated. Among these were the 
Cossacks, who “excelled in the most 
ferocious SS_ divisions’ and committed 
“mass terror against civilians’, as did the 
15,000 Tsarist emigres. The _ British 
authorities, says Ainsztein, “can hardly be 
criticised for facilitating their return to 
Odessa and resulting punishment.” As for 
the majority whose ‘voluntary’ repatriation 
was assisted by the Allies, well, they were 
not to know Stalin would start killing them 
as traitors. On the whole, says Ainsztein, the 
Allies “erred if anything on the side of 
excessive leniency.” 

Before vomitting at this blatant 
whitewash of Western complicity in Com- 
munist genocide, you may care to know that 
Mr. Ainsztein is fanatically intolerant of 
other people who detect what they believe 
are war-time “‘myths’. Mr. Ainsztein, you 
see, is the author of The Jewish Resistance 
in Nazi-occupied Europe and is a devout 
believer in “The Holocaust’. This is a fantastic 
tale according to which six million Jews, 
after being relieved of their dentures, 
wooden legs and gold teeth, were secretly 
exterminated at a synthetic rubber factory 
in 2,000-capacity death chambers disguised 
as shower-baths with an insecticide gas that 
was lighter than air but dropped from the 
ceiling, after which the millions of corpses 
were disposed of in slow-burning, four-at-a- 
time cremation ovens — leaving behind 


mountains of skeletal remains the height of 
office blocks which were never found and 
gallons of fat that was turned into soap. 

A tall story, you may think. And 
indeed a number of scholars have come 
forward recently to say that they think it’s a 
load of old rubbish. But Mr. Ainsztein is not 
among them. No, anyone who suggests it 
might not have been quite like that is 
ferociously attacked by Mr. Reuben “Myth 
of the Yalta ‘victims’ ’ Ainsztein as a 
“fascist” and a “‘Nazi”’! 


e MORE GAS CHAMBERS 


Black Africans are beginning to learn the art 
of political propaganda. It seems they regard 
all that wishy-washy stuff about South 
African Black workers chained in the 
apartheid regime’s gold mines for 3 rand a 
month as no longer effective. They have now 
taken a leaf from the book of the real 
experts in political propaganda and come up 
with — yes — “exterminations’’! According 
to Elija Kavungo, editor of the Zambian 
Daily Mail, “hundreds” of South African 
Blacks are “‘being sent to the gas chambers’. 
When a White South African reporter tele- 
phoned the Zambian newspaper to find out 
the location of the gas chambers, he was 
told: “Only the editor knows that,’ and 
unfortunately, “the was on a study tour of 
America, meeting top level government 
contacts.” 

No doubt Western liberals will be 
swallowing this second helping of nonsense 
with just as much relish as they did when it 
was originally served up. 


e ANTI-REDS PURGED 


CIA Director Stansfield Turner, a member of 
the One-World Council on Foreign Relations, 
has recently announced that 800 members 
of the US Central Intelligence Agency will 
be purged. Already, two hundred agents 
have received their “pink slips’ and six 
hundred more are scheduled to go. These 
people, it should be noted, are not 
expendable filing clerks but are among the 
most talented CIA agents, including senior 
officers and station chiefs. They are, of 
course, loyal anti-Communists. 

According to syndicated columnist 
Patrick J. Buchanan, the CIA purge has been 
carried out at the instigation of David 
Aaron, Brzezinski’s deputy in the National 
Security Council and formerly a member of 
the anti-CIA Church Committee. This 
explains a very great deal. 

The CIA administrators and policy- 
makers are all leftist, internationalist, pro- 
Soviet members of the ‘One World’ political- 
financial Establishment which is dominated 
by the Rockefellers through the Council on 
Foreign Relations and the Trilateral Com- 
mission. Nearly all members of the National 
Security Council, which controls the CIA, 
are CFR and Trilateral members. Security 
Council boss, Zbigniew Brzezinski, is also 


Director of the Trilateral Commission, 
founded by banker David Rockefeller. You 
begin to get the picture — of the Yale- 
Dartmouth-Harvard old-boy network of the 
CIA as an integral part of the Rockefeller 
clique which really runs things behind the 
scenes. Naturally, when the US President set 
up a Foreign Intelligence Advisory Board to 
examine the CIA, it was packed by David 
Rockefeller and his chums. 

The trouble is, of course, that while 
this gang of sleek internationalists directs the 
policy of the CIA, it nevertheless contains a 
great number of dedicated, patriotic, 100 
per cent American, anti-Communist 
intelligence officers and agents. 

And that is precisely why they have 
just been given the boot. 


¢ DEGENERATE OF THE MONTH 


No, it’s not Charles Manson or a hippy dope- 
addict. It’s a clergyman! Not only that, it’s 
an “‘anti-racialist’’ clergyman as well, as if 
you hadn’t guessed. 

It’s name is the Reverend Michael 
Scott. ‘Mick’, as it likes to be called, is a 
member of the Peterborough Action Group 
Against Racialism, and Mick has gone on 
record as saying that the National Front are 
“violators of humanity’. Looking at his 
photograph, I think you'll agree that is 
rather amusing. Mick’s colleagues in the 
Peterborough Action Group _ Against 
Racialism include members of the deeply 
concerned Socialist Workers Party. 

Spearhead will be running an 
occasional ‘Degenerate of the Month’ feature 
in which readers can send in photos of 
similar creatures and win a free Nationalist 
Books voucher. 
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Portrait of a ‘Dangerous Dreamer’ 


With acknowledgements to BEHIND THE NEWS, P.O. Box 552, Pinetown 3600, South Africa. 


The “rootless intellectual”, “‘ideal- 
ist”, “dreamer of dreams’’, “‘liberal’’ — call 
him what you will — represents a spiritual 
and intellectual blight threatening the 
survival of the West. The type has been 
known from. time immemorial and has 
frequently figured at the centre of contro- 
versy and trouble. In the dictionary he is 
labelled as ‘enthusiast’, a word which 
has unfortunately acquired a secondary 
and relatively harmless meaning. The 
original “enthusiast”, however, as the 
dictionary tells us is “a visionary, self- 
deluded person”. 

Douglas Reed, brilliant one-time 
chief European Foreign Correspondent of 
the London Times and world-famous 
author has provided us with pen-pictures 
of three remarkable specimens of the 
“enthusiast” in action, lifted from the 
history of the last century: Henry Went- 
worth Monk, “The Prophet”, and his 
two _ pre-Raphaelite | contemporaries 
Holman Hunt, the artist, and John 
Ruskin, Professor of Fine Arts at Oxford 
University — all zealous reformers and 
world-improvers. 

Monk, who deserves to be regarded 
as the archetype of the species of 
“enthusiast’”’ or ‘“‘dreamer of dreams”’, 
differs from millions of others of his kind 
only in being more extreme and more 
picturesque. What the Old Testament did 
to his mind, Marxist and other socialist 
writings have done to others. Born on a 
lonely farm on the Ottawa River in 
Canada, he received his education at the 
severely puritanical Bluecoat School in 
London. Douglas Reed takes up the story. 


‘THE PROPHET’ 


Thus young Monk had many emotional 
needs, crying to be appeased, and his child’s 
mind began to find modern applications in 
the Old Testament, to which his infant mind 
was so diligently directed. By “swift beasts’, 
he deduced, Isaiah meant railways, and 
‘“‘swift messengers’, steamships. He next 
deduced at this early age, that he had found 
the keys to “prophecy” and could interpret 
the mind of God in terms of his day. 

Men of rank and influence also were 
toying with this idea that the time had come 
for them to make up God’s mind. When 
Monk was eleven a Lord Shaftesbury pro- 
posed that the great powers should buy 
Palestine from the Sultan of Turkey and 
“restore it to the Jews’’. England then had a 
statesman, Lord Palmerston, who did not let 
such notions disturb his duty, and nothing 
was done. But in young Monk an idea was 
ignited, and The Prophet was born; his life 
thenceforth held no other interest until it 
ended sixty years later! 
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At fourteen he obtained special leave 
to attend a sermon preached by “‘the first 
English Bishop in Jerusalem’ (whose name, 
history records, was Solomon Alexander). 
The little boy returned to school with shining 
eyes, dedicated to his life’s work of procuring 
Palestine, without regard to the people 
already in it, for some body of other people 
utterly unknown to him. The idea would not 
let him settle down on his father’s Canadian 
farm when he returned to it;it stood between 
him and the Christian ministry, when he was 
made a candidate for this. He pored over the 
Old Testament and found it was but a code, 
that cleared before his eyes. 


ANOTHER ENTHUSIAST 


Even in his remote Canadian habitat 
he found other prophets. An American Jew, 
a Major Mordecai Noah, was trying to build 
a Jewish “‘city of refuge” on an island in the 
Niagara River, preparatory to “the return’”’; 
from what the Jews of North America 
needed refuge, he alone knew. Also, a Mr. 
Warder Cresson, the first United States 
Consul in Jerusalem, became so ardent for 
“restoration” that he embraced Judaism and 
published a book, Jerusalem The Centre And 
Joy Of The Whole World. Returning to 
America, he cast off his gentile wife, renamed 
himself Michael Boas Israel, went to Palestine 
and there contrived to marry a Jewish girl 
with whom he could communicate only by 
signs. 

All this fired Monk’s ardour the more. 
He decided, in the Old Testamentary 
tradition, no more to cut his hair or adorn 
his body until “Zion is restored”’.As his hair 
grew abundantly, he became more hirsute; as 
he sold his small property and thereafter 
never laboured, he was for the rest of his 
days dependent on others. At twenty-six he 
set out for Jerusalem and reached it after 
much hardship. Having nothing but 
shagginess and shabbiness to testify to the 
truth of his message, he found few hearers. 

Monk might have disappeared from 
the annals at that point but for a chance 
encounter which made him publicly known. 

A young English painter, Holman 
Hunt, appeared in Jerusalem. He also was 
ready for ‘“‘a cause’, for he was waging the 
characteristic feud of the young artist 
against the Academicians, and that produces 
an inflammable state of mind. He enjoyed 
ill health and often thought his end near (he 
lived to be eighty-three). He had just painted 
The Light of the World, which depicted 
Jesus, lantern in hand, at the sinner’s door, 
and the sudden apparition of the bearded 
Monk caught his imagination. He grasped 
eagerly at the Prophet’s idea of threatening 
mankind (including the Academicians) with 
extermination if it did not do what Prophecy 
ordained. 


So these two, Prophet and pre- 
Raphaelite, concerted a plan to startle the 
indifferent world. Monk depicted ‘“‘the 
scapegoat” to Holman Hunt as the symbol 
of Jewish persecution by mankind. They 
agreed that Holman Hunt should paint a 
picture of “the scapegoat’? and that Monk 
should simultaneously write a book 
explaining that the time had come for the 
persecuted to be restored, in fulfilment of 


‘prophecy. 


Holman Hunt went to work; this was a 
delightful way, both to take a swing at the 
Royal Academy (“problem pictures”) and to 
identify himself with a cause. His picture 
would say more than any spoken word, and 
it would be followed by Monk’s written 
word. The Picture and The Book, The 
Symbol and The Interpretation, The Herald 
and The Prophet: once the world beheld 
“‘The Scapegoat’’, Monk’s work of revelation 
would find an audience, awakened to its 
transgressions and eager to make amends. 

Hunt, wearing Arab robes and carrying 
easel and rifle, was then seen by the puzzled 
Bedouin driving a white goat to the Dead 
Sea. He painted an excellent picture of a 
goat (indeed, of two goats, as the first goat, 
with excessive zeal, died, and a substitute 
had to be found)., For greater effect, a 
camel’s skeleton was brought from Sodom 
and a goat’s skull borrowed, and these were 
arranged in the background. 


BACK TO ENGLAND 


Holman Hunt took it to England, first 
pledging himself, with Monk, “‘to the restor- 
ation of the Temple, the abolition of warfare 
among men, and the coming of the Kingdom 
of God upon the earth”; probably no painter 
ever had such large purposes in mind when 
he conceived a picture. 

Monk then produced his Simple Inter- 
pretation of the Revelation and the joint 
undertaking was complete; the world had 
but to respond. In this first book Monk still 
tried to wed Levitical politics with Christian 
doctrine. Historically he stayed on safe 
ground; he pointed out, correctly, that “the 
ten tribes’ could not have become extinct, 
but lived on in the mass of mankind. This 
led him to his “interpretation”, which was 
to the effect that “‘the true Israelites’, 
Jewish and Christian, should migrate to 
Palestine and establish a model state there. 
His portrayal of the consequences was plain 
demagogy; if this were done, he said, war 
would come to an end. But then came the 
paramount idea (and who knows whence 
Monk got it?): an International Government 
must be set up in Jerusalem. 

Ruskin, too, was the product of early 
pressures and inner disappointments. Like 
Monk, he had been drilled in the Old Testa- 
ment as a child (though by a possessive 


Puritan mother), and he was recurrently 
unlucky in love, sometimes humiliatingly so. 
He was, therefore, at all times in search of an 
outlet for unspent emotional impulses. He 
feared life and the future, so that The 
Prophet’s incessant warnings of wrath to 
come unnerved him and made him put his 
hand in his pocket. He had a large audience 
and yielded to the same impiety as Monk 
and Holman; as his biographer says (Mr. 
Hesketh Pearson), “che succumbed to the 
delusion, common to all messiahs, that his 
word was God’s’’, and in the end his reason 
waned, but by then he had enabled The 
Prophet to preach and wander on. 


ANOTHER ATTEMPT 


After the failure of Monk’s book 
Holman Hunt tried again. He began a 
painting of Jesus, in the synagogue, reading 
the messianic prophecies and announcing 
their fulfilment in himself. To make his 
meaning clear, he used Monk as the model 
for the figure of Jesus, and the indignation 
of the elders was to symbolise the world’s 
rejection of The Prophet. Holman Hunt’s 
preliminary shows Monk holding in one 
hand the Bible (open at the Book of the 
Revelation) and in the other a copy of the 
London Times! 

Thereafter human nature slowly had 
its way. Holman Hunt sold a picture of the 
Finding of Christ in the Temple for £5,500 
and his resentment against life (and the 
Academicians) mellowed. He found himself 
unable to ask the tattered Prophet to accom- 
pany him to fine houses like those of Val 
Prinsep and Tennyson. Ruskin was busy 
with ill-starred loves, and was becoming 
sceptical as well. Nevertheless, these two 
sedentary men could not quite forget The 
Prophet’s warnings that they would be 
destroyed unless they soon effected the 
restoration of the Jews to Palestine. He 
was always telling them that “the day” was 
at hand and pointed to some warlike episode 
in Africa or Asia Minor or the Balkans or 
Europe, as the foretold beginning of the end; 
skirmishes and minor campaigns never 
lacked. At last Holman Hunt and Ruskin hit 
on a plan which seemed likely to allay their 
fears, appease their consciences and rid them 
of The Prophet; they urged him to go to 
Jerusalem and (like Sabbatai Zevi) proclaim 
the approach of The Millennium! 

He was about to go when another war 
broke out, completely confounding him 
because it was not in any of the places 
where, interpreting prophecy, he had 
foretold the beginning of the end of days. It 
was in the very area from which, according 
to his published interpretation, salvation was 
to come: America. 


THE ERROR LOCATED 


After a glance at the authorities, The 
Prophet announced that he had located the 
error in his calculations; the Civil War was in 
fact the great, premonitory event. Now 
something must be done about Palestine 


without delay! John Ruskin put his foot 
down. If The Prophet were truly a prophet, 
he said, let him hasten to America before he 
went to Jerusalem, and call down some sign 
from heaven that would stop the Civil War. 
He, Ruskin, would finance the journey. And 
The Prophet went to stop the Civil War. 

(Monk managed to meet President 
Lincoln and asked for American aid in 
setting up a Jewish state in Palestine. The 
President, we learn, rid himself of his 
troublesome visitor with a good humoured 
jest: “My chiropodist is a Jew and he has so 
often put me on my feet that I would have 
no objection to giving his countrymen a leg 
up”. Then reminding Monk that a war was 
in progress, he begged The Prophet to await 
its end, adding: “then we may begin again to 
see visions and dream dreams’’. Evidently, 
Lincoln knew what fate the Old Testament 
prescribes for “false prophets and dreamers 
of dreams’’). 

Monk returned to London and Ruskin 
paid his expenses to Palestine, whence, on 
arrival, he was. deported as a nuisance in 
1864. Destitute, he signed as seaman aboard 
a Boston-bound clipper and, being wrecked, 
swam the last part of the Atlantic. He was 
cast ashore bleeding and almost naked, so 
that, looking like a bear, he was shot as one, 
in semi-darkness, by a farmer. He lost his 
memory and mind and in this condition at 
last came home. He recovered after some 
years and at once returned to his obsession. 
The “day of trouble’’, so long foretold, still 
had not come; the planet kept its accustomed 
place. He re-examined prophecy and decided 
that he had erred in recommending the 
union of Jews and Christians in the world- 
state to be set up in Jerusalem. Now he saw 
that what prophecy required God to do was 
first to put the Jews in possession of 
Palestine, and then to set up a worldwide 
organisation with power to enforce the 
submission of nations to its law. 


A ‘SIGN FROM HEAVEN’ 


He was forgotten in the Ottawa Valley 
when, in 1870, his hope (one must use the 
word) that “the day of troubles” was at last 
at hand, was revived by a huge forest fire, 
which he took as a sign from heaven that the 
time had come. Somehow he made his way 
to London (1872) and to Hunt and Ruskin, 
who had thought him dead. Ruskin was 
wooing Rose La Touche, so that for the time 
he was unresponsive to warnings of doom 
and wrote to The Prophet, “I acknowledge 
the wonderfulness of much that you tell me, 
but I simply do not believe that you can 
understand so much about God when you 
understand so little about man ... You 
appear to me to be mad, but for aught I 
know I may be mad myself’. (These last 
words, unhappily, were prescient). 

Such admonitions were not new to the 
Prophet. His relatives and friends had ever 
implored him, if he felt called to improve 
mankind, to look around him at home: the 


lot of the Canadian Indians, or even of the 
Canadians, might be bettered. To a man who 
held the key to divine revelation advice of 
this kind was sacrilegious, and Monk, by 
way of various pamphlets, came at length to 
the idea of a ‘Palestine Restoration Fund’’. 
For the purpose he borrowed a notion of 
Ruskin’s, originally devised to help Ruskin’s 
own country; namely, that wealthy folk 
should forfeit a tithe of their incomes for 
the purpose of reclaiming English wastelands. 
Monk decided that the tithe should serve a 
better object: the “return’’! 

By this time (1875) Ruskin was once 
more unnerved, first by the death of Rose 
La Touche and next by the apparent 
imminence of one more distant war (this 
time a British-Russian one). Clearly The 
Prophet was right after all; the “day of 
troubles” was come. Ruskin signed Monk’s 
manifesto and dedicated a tenth of his 
income to The Prophet’s fund for the 
purchase of Palestine from the Sultan, while 
the English wastelands stayed unreclaimed. 
When this was achieved, a congress of all 
nations was to set up a federation of the 
world in Jerusalem. 


A CALL FOR MONEY 


The Prophet, thus propped on his feet 
again, was further helped by Laurence 
Oliphant, a lion of the Victorian drawing 
rooms whom he had by chance met when he 
made his way about America, hobo-fashion. 
Oliphant was a man of different type, a 
bold, cynical adventurer. The idea of buying 
Palestine appealed to him, but he had no 
illusions about it. He wrote to Monk, “Any 
amount of money can be raised upon it, 
owing to the belief which people have that 
they would be fulfilling prophecy and 
bringing on the end of the world. I don’t 
know why they are so anxious for the latter 
event, but it makes the commercial specu- 
lation easy.” Oliphant, as will be seen, did 
not trouble to hide his disdain for The 
Prophet’s message. 

In 1880 Holman Hunt, again enjoying 
deteriorated health, was so alarmed by small 
warlike episodes in Egypt and South Africa 
that he thought extinction at hand and 
joined with Monk in issuing a manifesto 
which anticipated the Zionist-ruled world- 
government schemes of this century. It was 
headed “The abolition of national warfare’’, 
called on all men of goodwill to subscribe a 
tenth of their income to the realisation of 
“the Kingdom of God’’ in the form of a 
world-government to be set up in Palestine 
and to be called the United Nations, and 
proposed that the money be given to Mr. 
Monk for the purpose of acquiring Palestine. 

That was the  ffinish. Ruskin, 
approaching his end, rudely refused all 
further part in the fantasy. Oliphant dropped 
out. The “Bank of Israel’? came to nothing. 
Samuel Butler showed The Prophet the door. 
Even Holman Hunt at last appealed to him 


Contd. overleaf 
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PAUL CHYNOWETH 


ON THE UNIVERSITY FRONT 


AS SOMEONE who is both a member of the 
NF and a student at university I would like 
to say something about the political climate 
within our universities and about the 
prospects of the National Front in student 
politics. 

There is at present an almost universal 
assumption by the general public that all 
students are left wing extremists. It is an 
assumption that has its roots in the student 
militancy of the sixties and has been kept 
alive by sensationalist and often inaccurate 
reporting in certain newspapers. Small 
isolated incidents are blown up out of all 
proportion and presented to the public as 
though they were the “norm”. The fact is 
that the vast majority of students are not 
left wing at all. They are politically apathetic 
while a disproportionate minority of left 
wing extremists control the student unions. 
The SWP are as big a joke for most students 
as they are for the British people in general. 
The tragedy of the situation is that apathy 
has allowed the clowns of the left to seize 
the reins of power and abuse union facilities. 
In many cases the resources of the student 
unions will be used to further the cause of 
Marxist subversion without so much as 
consulting union members. Many students 
are not even aware that their money is being 
spent in this way. I find it more than a little 


ironic that I should have to pay for coach- 
loads of red hooligans to go and break up 
meetings that I shall be attending. 

Despite this situation the gutter press 
continues to churn out stories which suggest 
that all students are raving Marxist revo- 
lutionaries. If we are to believe one story 
that appeared in the Sunday Mirror, the left 
wing views of an entire student audience at a 
pop concert had gone to such obscene 
lengths that on principle they would not 
allow themselves to gaze on their own 
national flag. The alleged incident occurred 
at an end of term concert at Birmingham 
Polytechnic. A group had been booked, one 
member of which played an electronic 
organ. The organ was a shabby affair so a 
union jack was draped over it to hide the 
deteriorating paintwork. The students who 
had been whipped into a frenzy by this 
blatant and disgraceful show of patriotism 
all indulged in that infamous student 
pastime, a sit-in. This situation continued, so 
we are told, until the offending article was 
removed. 

I would be very interested to hear 
from a student who attended the concert 
what actually happened. This account is 
entirely inconsistent with my experience of 
students at university or polytechnic. 
Allowing for Sunday Mirror sensationalism, 


PORTRAIT OF A ‘DANGEROUS DREAMER’ 


Contd. from previous page 


to preach “that there is a God in heaven, 
who will judge every man on earth” and to 
desist from pretending in effect that he, 
Monk, was God. The Jews spoke similarly: 
one told him, ‘‘The land of our forefathers is 
dead, and Palestine is its grave ... to 
attempt to form a nation from the polyglot 
people of Judaism today would only end in 
utter failure.” 

Monk was beyond redemption. In 
1884 the Bluecoat boy returned to Ottawa 
for the last time and spent his final years 
canvassing, pamphleteering and haranguing 
members of the Canadian House of Commons 
as they sat, between sessions, in their garden 
by the Ottawa River. They listened to him 
with amused indulgence; sixty years later 
Canadian Ministers, at Ottawa and New 
York, were to repeat all the things Monk 
said as the unassailable principles of high 
policy, and no Member would demur. 
(Copyright Douglas Reed). 


WHAT IT MEANS 


Comment: What can we learn from 
Douglas Reed’s brilliant pen-picture? The 
“enthusiast” or “‘dreamer of dreams’ is 
possessed by his ideas, rather than possessing 
them — a most significant difference! These 
ideas, combining to form ‘‘an ideology” or 
religion substitute, have considerable powers 
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of attraction for minds lacking the protection 
of a genuine religious faith; because they 
promise a safer, more congenial world; they 
are, therefore, also infectious. 

Ideological enthusiasts can be said to 
be afflicted with the intellectual equivalent 
of a disease known as brucellosis abortus, or 
contagious abortion; they conceive readily 
enough, but their brain-children are invariably 
stillborn. Or to put it differently, when it 
comes to real action, realpolitik, the 
‘“‘dreamer’ or “‘enthusiast’’ is totally sterile. 
He is dangerous, however, because he can 
be used. Utopianism, after all, requires, 
before all else, the overthrow of the existing 
order. “‘Dreamers”’ when they have multiplied 
in a population can be organised into a 
destructive force by hard-headed revolution- 
aries who have reasons of a very different 
kind for wanting to overthrow the prevailing 
order. 

The psychology of the “dreamer of 
dreams” (better known today as_ the 
“‘liberal’’) is the key to a highly developed 
applied science of psychological and political 
warfare, enabling a small, well organised 
power-elite to impose its will on vast popu- 
lation groups. The entire history of our 
century is thus a drama which has unfolded 
out of what can happen in the mind of an 
individual who has lost the protection of a 
genuine religion. 


the truth of the matter is probably that a 
small group of leftist troublemakers held up 
the concert, and rather than cause a confron- 
tation over such a trivial matter, the 
majority let them have their own way. Are 
we really to believe that the whole audience 
spontaneously reacted in this thoroughly 
unreasonable way? Yet this is the picture of 
British students that is being presented to 
the public by the media. 


APATHY 


The situation in the student unions is 
much the same as it is in so many trade 
unions. The official policy may be left wing 
due to the active minority of Marxists but 
the chances are that the membership either 
disagrees with it, or more probably, doesn’t 
care about it. In my first week at university 
I attended a union general meeting that had 
been called to reaffirm the union policy of 
‘“‘no platform for racists”. I was astonished 
to find that out of a university population of 
over 11,000, barely 100 people attended the 
meeting. I could not understand why such a 
small percentage of the students bothered 
to take part in what is after all, the running 
of their own union. 

The reason is simply that the left have 
convinced most students that unless you are 
left wing there is no place for you in student 
politics. Individuals who dare to voice an 
even moderately right wing opinion are 
immediately bullied into feeling isolated and 
are led to believe that they are despised by 
their fellow students. This tactic has been 
used quite successfully in national politics 
on matters of immigration. Sadly the human 
desire to be liked usually triumphs in such 
cases and the heretic will usually either 
conform or drop out of politics altogether. 

There are therefore no provisions for 
right wing or nationalist students to take 
part in student politics. The political 
societies are all left wing. A look through a 
Manchester University (or any other univer- 
sity for that matter) student handbook will 
confirm this. There is a brief resume of the 
eight political societies, six of which are 
openly Marxist. This leaves the Union of 
Liberal Students and the Federation of 
Conservative Students. The Liberals 
apparently call themselves ‘libertarian 
socialists” and “transfer their votes to the 
revolutionary left’? while the FCS describe 
themselves as “social democrats’! Judging 
by recent events within the FCS they too 
have become increasingly attracted to 
Marxism. They have been criticised by Tory 
MP Nicholas Winterton who was alarmed to 
find that there was virtually no difference 
between FCS policies and Communist Party 
policies. FCS President David Wilks cleverly 
pointed out that it is wrong to call Tories 
Communists, you “should instead call 


Student hooligan minority riots against NF 


Communists Tories’! How cunning! 

Is there any wonder that, when faced 
with this sort of situation, the majority 
decide to opt out of student politics 
altogether? To many it all seems irrelevant. 
And yet if there was a positive alternative 
and the majority collectively opposed the 
Marxists, the left would be driven back into 
their sewers. The left wing maintain their 
precarious position of authority in much the 
same way as a lion tamer does over his lions 
— by the exploitation of ignorance. They 
realise that the majority of students have the 
ability to bring about their downfall but 
ironically the students themselves are 
unaware of it. As long as this situation exists, 
the left will continue to control student 
politics. If on the other hand the mass of 
students could be, first, made aware of their 
strength, and then co-ordinated so as to 
collectively oppose the leftist tyranny, their 
victory would be assured. There is in effect 
the classic pre-revolution situation. The 
grievances are there and the masses are “‘ripe 
for revolt’. All that is needed is the 
emergence of a real alternative; a leadership 
that will unite the presently divided 
opposition and lead it forward as one body. 
I believe that the National Front can provide 


that leadership. 

We have a significant role to play, 
although, at this stage it would be foolish to 
attempt anything that could divert the 
energies and resources of young members 
away from the schools. As a rule the so- 
called academic mind is a lot less receptive 
to new ideas at the age of 18 plus than at 
school age. It is inevitable however that 
because of our campaign within the sixth 
forms, every new academic year will see an 
increasingly large influx of NF members into 
the universities and polytechnics. Work done 
in the schools today will be of benefit to us 
in the future when the time comes to oust 
the left from the student unions. 

For the time being our work within 
the universities must be cautious. While we 
should certainly let it be known that we 
exist, we are not yet in a position to embark 
on any bold initiatives that would either 
leave us open to attack or betray our size. 
Our movement within the universities is in 
its infancy, although it is growing. 

At the same time, however, we should 
lead the left to believe that the NF break- 
through is imminent. They are now so 
panicky that they see a “‘fascist” under every 
stone and behind every tree. They have 


become totally neurotic — even paranoic, 
about the prospect of NF members in the 
universities. The merest suspicion of NF 
activity sparks off chain reactions in all 
directions. The appearance of a few NF 
stickers produced the following hysterical 
outburst in a Manchester University student 
publication: 

“Incidents of racial discrimination and 
racialist provocation are becoming more 
frequent within the university. Offensive 
graffiti and stickers appear on the walls of 
university buildings. Jewish and overseas 


5. students are intimidated and insulted by 
_ National Front members 


in Cornbrook 
House, one of the University’s residences. 
National Front groups are known to operate 
in other halls of residence... .”’ 

If stickers can produce this reaction, 
just imagine what a few more spectacular 
stunts could achieve! 

At the same time as the left is being 
“flustered” we must be carefully preparing 
the ground for an extensive National Front 
movement within the universities. While 
initially we must rely on recruitment in the 
schools for most of our new members, this 
need not be exclusively so and will become 
less so with the nationwide progression of 
our movement. Steady effort should be 
made to recruit new members inside the 
universities themselves. One way in which 
this could be done is by the establishment of 
“cultural societies”. A “British Heritage 
Preservation Society”, for example, may 
well attract a great deal of potential 
nationalists. The members of such a society 
could then be sounded out to see where 
their sympathies lay. If the results were 
encouraging to the extent that the majority 
of the members sympathised with nationalist 
policies, the society could later be trans- 
formed so as to be openly National Front. 

Our universities are not hotbeds of left 
wing extremism. The majority of students 
are opposed to Marxism but lack a viable 
alternative to it. If we can make the National 
Front that alternative we will eliminate 
Communism from our universities for ever. 


National Front News 


Editor: Martin Webster 
A broadsheet published monthly in sup- 
port of the National Front. Subscriptions 
only for 5 copies or more. 12 issues of 5 
copies, £4.44. 


Reduced rates for bulk supplies given on 
request. Send 12p for sample copy now. 


NF PROSPECTIVE PARLIAMENTARY 
CANDIDATE REQUIRED 


PPC required for Nantwich District, which is a 
constituency adjacent to Crewe, in South 
Cheshire. 

All Election expenses will be paid, any fees 
incurred and accommodation provided when in 
the area. 

The area is a well-known Tory seat and ina 
rural area, including Industrial town of Winsford 
10 miles to the North. Prominent ex-Tory pre- 
ferred, possibly anti-EEC campaigner. 
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These are some of the people who are 
formulating the policies of President Carter’s 
government:— 

Stuart Eizenstat — Chief Speech Writer and 
Chief Domestic Affairs Adviser. 

Anthony Solomon — Under Secretary for 
Monetary Affairs. 

Bertram Carp — Deputy, Office of Manage- 
ment and Budget. 

Dave Rubenstein— Deputy, Office of Manage- 
ment and Budget. 

Morris Dees — Justice Department. 

Robert Lipschutz — Chief Counsel for the 
White House. 

Michael Blumenthal — 
Treasury. 

Harold Brown — Secretary of Defence. 
William Nordhaus — Council of Economic 
Advisers. 

Fred Bergsten — Asst. Secretary of Internal 
Affairs in Treasury Department. 


Secretary of the 


Harold L. Williams — Director of US Secu- 


rities and Exchange Commission. 

Bob Ginsburg — Adviser on International 
Economics. 

David Aaron — Chief of Staff, National 
Security Council. 

Marshall Shulman — Chief Adviser to the 
Secretary of State. 

James Schlesinger — Chief of the Energy 
Department. 

Jessica Tuchman — Chief of Global Affairs, 
National Security Council. 


Carter's 
Crowd... 


Michael Ochsenberg — Chief of Far East 
Affairs, National Security Council. 

William Hyland — Chief of European and 
East-West Affairs, National Security Council. 
Robert Hormats — Adviser on International 
Economics. 

Jerrald Schechter — Chief of Congressional 
Liaison, National Security Council. 

Sol Linowitz — Negotiator, Panama Canal 
Treaty. 

Michael Pertschuk — Chairman, Federal Trade 
Commission. 

Martin Goldstein — Pentagon Arms Control 
Aide. 

Robert Strauss — Foreign Trade Negotiator. 
Joel Solomon — Director of General Services 
Administration. 

Benjamin Huberman — Chief of Technical 


Affairs, National Security Council. 

Robert Rosenberg — Chief of Intelligence, 
National Security Council. 

Simon Lazarus — Presidential Aide. 

Bruce Kirschenbaum — Associate for Inter- 
Governmental Affairs. 

Mark Siegel — Deputy Assistant for Policy 
Analysis. 

David Tatel — Head of Civil Rights Division, 
Department of Health, Education & Welfare. 
Arthur Fleming — US Civil Rights Commis- 
sioner. 

Joseph Aragon — Assistant to the Chief 
Presidential Aide. 

Adam Yarmolinsky — Assistant to the Chief 
Arms Control Negotiator. 

Alexis M. Herman — Director of Women’s 
Bureau, Labour Department. 

Jules M. Sugarman — Federal Civil Service 
Commissioner. 

Marcy Kaptur — White House Domestic 
Counsel. 

Kenneth Axelson — Assistant Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

Victor Utgoff — Chief of Policy Analysis, 
National Security Council. 

Alan Dershowitz — Specialist on Crime. 

Joe Levin — Civil Rights Division, US Justice 
Department. 

Daniel Minchew — Chairman of International 
Trade Commission. 

Henry Aaron — Assistant Secretary, Planning, 
Dept. of Health, Education & Welfare. 
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“Religion presented in the relevant language of our time” — see editorial comment 


The EEC: an expensive farce 
that divides Europe 


“WE TOO want to see peace, friendship and 
co-operation among Europeans, and it is for 
that very reason that we say Britain must 
come out of the Common Market. If you try 
to drive people too close together, you will 
usually succeed in driving them further apart. 
If there is one thing that will undermine 
peace, friendship and co-operation between 
Britain and Europe, which will turn the 
British people against Europe, it is the 
thought that people on the Continent are 
trying to dictate to us how to run our own 
affairs.”’ 
John Tyndall (Bolton, 
February 10th 1978) 


By a paradox that would seem strange 
only to the unthinking. The Common Market, 
which was purportedly set up to unite 
Europe, is succeeding only in dividing 
Europe. The Common Market bureaucracy 
is nothing but a squabbling farce. It is also 
an expensive farce which is lining the pockets 
of its participants at a huge cost to the tax- 
payers of the constituent Common Market 
nations. 

These are the findings of a man who 
for a year was a member of the European 
Assembly before, disgusted, he packed it up. 
He is Christopher Price, Labour MP for 
Lewisham West. 

“I was becoming,” Mr. Price said 
recently, “part of a vastly expensive system 
which seemed to me to be working to very 
little effect ... I felt it was toytown politics 
rather than real politics.” 

One of the things that have appalled 
Mr. Price is the cost of the Assembly. It 
already takes £75 million a year to run. 
When direct elections increase the size both 
of its membership and its secretariat, its 
annual expenditure could reach £300 million. 
If Spain, Portugal and Greece join, this could 
rise to £500 million, due to the complications 
of having three extra languages to deal with. 

A big factor in all this is the system of 
lucrative expense accounts for members. The 
standard allowance is £48 a day. Although 
this is not excessive for the British and Irish 
members, who have to fly to the Continent 
and then stay in hotels there, it is highly 
profitable to the many members who live 
within easy driving distance of Brussels and 
Strasbourg. They can return home the same 
night as they attend a meeting and collect 
the full allowance. 

Mr. Price estimates that some 
Continental members could have amassed 
£50,000 each operating on this basis over 
the last 10 years. 

Mr. Price goes on to say that for all 
this expense the European Assembly is 
totally ineffective. Theoretically, the 
Assembly is supposed to be the watchdog 


over the Commission and the Council of 
Ministers but in practice it never dares to 
criticise them. No report is ever produced 
by the Assembly’s committees which is 
offensive to either body. 

As for the committees themselves, 
they represent such divergent national 
interests that it is hardly ever possible to 
agree on anything fundamental. Every report 
produced has to be so watered down so as to 
not offend one or another national faction 
that in the end the reports contain nothing 
concrete at all, only meaningless verbiage. 
Says Mr. Price:— 

“And the short answer to what 
happens to a report then is: nothing. Neither 
the Commission nor the Council of Ministers 
is required to do anything about it.”’ 

Said the Evening News (a pro-Market 
paper) commenting on the Price findings :— 

“Britain has earned itself an odious 
name of late in Continental countries 
precisely because British ministers have been 
doing openly what their European counter- 
parts were for years accustomed to doing 
behind a smokescreen of European rhetoric: 
protecting national interests.’ 

These words confirm what the 
Common Market has always been: not an 
institution to unite European nations but 
one which only gets them acting in greater 
rivalry and discord. Says Price:— 


“The year has made me realise what 
a menace the EEC is to Britain.” 

The National Front has always had a 
much more realistic policy for bringing 
about harmony in Europe; it is for each of 
the great European nations to get together 
and agree on separate spheres of interest, 
then, this agreement having been reached, 
for. none to intrude upon the sphere of 
another. 

None of Britain’s essential spheres of 
interest lie in Europe at all; they lie around 
the world, connected by the world’s ocean 
routes. In the protection of these spheres 
of interest there is no ground whatever for 
a quarrel with our European neighbours. 

We can only properly protect these 
legitimate national spheres of interest if we 
get out of the Common Market and re-deploy 
our energies in the world beyond. 

Then when we have done so and are 
once again masters in our own house we can 
negotiate with the European nations from a 
position of strength in the specific areas 
where common action is mutually beneficial, 
such as defence, environmental and cultural 
matters and certain fields of pooled 
technology. 

In none of these things do we need the 
elaborate and costly apparatus of a European 
Parliament, Commission and Council of 
Ministers. We can tackle them through the 
normal diplomatic channels we have always 
maintained. 

No one would lose from this reduction 
of the European ideal to feasible and 
manageable proportions. 

No one, that is, except the gentlemen 
who draw the fabulous expense allowances. 
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SIR: 38 years ago I was evacuated from 


Dunkirk. In the following months my 
Company 689 GCRE was billeted at Strand 
school, Elm Park, Brixton, and our assign- 
ment was bomb disposal and demolition in 
south London. I had no intention then of 
deserting Brixton, and when it comes to the 
by-election there soon I will again be serving 
the White community in that district and 
again have no intention of deserting my 
duty, which will be to serve our Lambeth 
Branch of the National Front. I will be 
available for leafletting etc., and will not 
submit to threats of violence aimed at 
keeping me off the streets. Incidentally, I 
was born in Battersea, but spent a number 
of years at Clapham, which has the same 
problems as Brixton and my heart bleeds 
for our people there. 

JOHN HUNT 

Sutton, Surrey 


SIR: How delighted we must all be with the 
news of the latest “hard line’ recommen- 
dations from the All-Party Select Committee 
on Immigration! 

This devastating and ferocious report 
recommends fearful new laws to clamp 
down on immigration into Britain, terribly 
inhuman laws which let in only wives and 
children as dependants!! 

“A gift to racialists’ shouted one 
Immigrant leader! 

“Completely alien to Britain’ shouted 
a masochistic Labour MP (or did he say 
Brixton?) 

Now that we have all got over the 
shock of this frighteningly tough new report, 
and while the Government finds ways of 
apologising to the Immigrant leaders for 
even thinking of such proposals, can we 
assume that the next giant leap forward will 
be, one day, perhaps, to actually .. . stop 
Immigration?! 

D. CROFT 
Ilford, Essex 


SIR: I would be pleased if you could make it 
plain to your readers where you stand with 
regard to the military junta in Argentina. 
Ronald Rickcord in the February issue refers 
to the corrupt and inefficient regime of 
President Videla. The political pundits who 
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are always ready to equate an orderly 
society with the restraints of dictatorship 
are, of course, intoning these very 
sentiments, as they have done with Chile. 


Surely after four years of murder and: 


mayhem by the backsliding section of 
middle class Marxist intelligentsia — namely 
the Monteneros — sucha regime is a blessing? 
In one of the many red assassinations of 
those times, in which the victim, an affluent 
member of Argentine society, was ambushed, 
dragged from his car and shot, a female 
member of the gang, who it later turned out 
was the daughter of a banker, then 
despatched the chauffeur with a giggle and 
a bullet in the brain. Is it not better for 
society that, in such circumstances, the 
power of maintaining law and order be taken 


out of the hands of the liberal masochists, 


and summary justice be dispensed by the 

military, albeit undemocratically, as in Chile 

and surely as it should have been in Northern 
Ireland? 

REGINALD A. COOKE 

Swindon, Wilts. 


SIR: I read in the Spectator that Morarji 
Desai, the Prime Minister of India (and 
therefore a very ‘cultured’ person who 
probably had the benefit of British schooling) 
drinks his own urine every morning. He is 
now busy imposing — not birth control — 


but prohibition in his country, so perhaps he 
wishes that all his countrymen take up his 
peculiar habit. 

Mr. Desai told the Spectator in all 
seriousness: “For the past five or six years 
I have drunk a glass of my own urine — 
about six to eight ounces — every morning. 
It is very, very good for you. And it’s free. 
It doesn’t cost anything ... Even in the 
Bible it says to drink from your own cistern. 
What is your own cistern? It’s your own 
urine. Urine is the Water of Life.” 

JENNIFER NEWMAN 
Slough, Bucks. 


SIR: I am glad to see Spearhead laying stress 
on “minority racism’. It may seem an 
obvious point now, but Wilmot Robertson 
did something very important when he 
defined the nature of the present day racial 
conflict in Zhe Dispossessed Majority. 
Philosophers today are emphasising the 
importance of language in our ability to get 
at the truth of things, and Robertson 
enabled us to really conceptualise the race 
problem with his coining of ‘‘Majority dis- 
possesssion” and aggressive ‘‘minority 
racism’, whereby Anglo-Saxon power, 
institutions and culture are being eroded 
world-wide. 
G. FRANKLIN 
Bridgewater, Somerset 


LETTER OF THE MONTH 


Spearhead publishes the best letter to the press on National Front policy every 


month. Send your cutting to us not later than the 15th of the previous month. 


You could win a £1 Nationalist Books voucher. 


JUST a few points I hope 
one or two of your more en— 
lightened readers may be 
able to clear up for me. 

(1) I don’t think there are 
a more nationalist people 
than those of the State of 
Israel, good for them! 


They now have a right- 
wing government in power 
under the leadership of 
Menachem Begin. The same 
Israeli government have the 
most stringent immigration 
laws, good for them! Yet 
when an Englishman 
preaches the same national- 
ism and asks for the same 
immigration laws to be ap- 
plied in Great Britain he is 


immediately called “in— 
secure,” an “anti-Semite,” 
“Nazi,” “Fascist,” “racist,” 


and all the other rubbish 
that, in general, pour from 
the lips of our home-grown 
and our imported socialists 
and communists. Why? 

(2) A National Front elec— 
tion march in Ilford _was 
banned because of _ the 
threatened trouble from an 
assortment of people includ- 


ing Mr Ygael Gluckstein’s 
(otherwise known as Tony 
Cliff); Socialist Workers’ (?) 
Party. Yet, at last year’s West 
Indian, Notting Hill Carnival, 
more than 400 London police— 
men were injured, some very 
seriously, in violent anti- 
police riots. I don’t think I 
need elaborate as readers will 
probably remember this riot. 

Yet, the National Front and 
their supporters were no- 
where near this so-called 
“carnival.”’ But, of course, the 
Socialist Workers’ Party 
were there, handing out their 
leaflets reading: “The police 
are the real muggers.” 

Who then, are the real 
men and women of violence, 
hate and subversion? 

(3) The Trades Union 
Congress says it wants a 100 
per cent “closed shop” in the 
British Press (heaven forbid) 
and British industry. It is 
said it will better protect the 
interests of the workers. 

- Yet the same- TUC advo-— 
cate an open-door policy on 
immigration into Great 
Britain — “in the name. of 


tolerance and democracy,” 
we are told. 

Just whose interests then 
are these trade union leaders 
looking out for? Could their 
open-door policy have any— 
thing to do with the words of 
Russian Revolutionary leader, 
Lenin, who said: “The 
English will: never create 
revolution in their . own 
country, that revolution will 
have to be imported tor 
them?” . 

.(4) Is the socialist political 
violence we are now seeing 
on our ~ British streets, 
violence used not just against 
the NF; or the violence used 
against policemen at Notting 
Hill, but also the violence we 
witnessed outside the factory 
gates at Grunwick’s where 
Labour MPs also joined the 
so-called “mass picket” which 
resulted in a battle between 
“pickets” and police? Is all 
this political, industrial and 
racial violence’ the beginning 
of Lenin’s “imported revolu- 
tion?” 


NATIONALIST. 


MARTIN WEBSTER 


Red Bedfellows 


During March, when the newspapers 
were full of the growing might of Italy’s 
“moderate”? Communist Party and of the 
huge proportion of the poll won by the 
French Left alliance of the Socialist and 
Communist parties, the Communist Party 
of Great Britain thought it would be an 
auspicious moment to jump onto the “Euro- 
Communist’ Broad Left bandwaggon. 

As a result the CP leadership wrote to 
the National Executive of the Labour Party 
proposing that both “Socialist” parties 
should get together for the General Election 
campaign. A rebuff was issued on behalf of 
the Labour Party by Ron Hayward, its 
National Secretary. He wrote: 

“The Labour Party has no desire to 
have any discussions or contacts whatsoever 
with your party. We regard your party in 
exactly the same way as we do our other 
political opponents.”’ 

Unlike in Italy or France the Com- 
munist Party of Great Britain has no mass 
public following, no giant block of votes to 
deliver, no members in Parliament. It has 
nothing to offer that would make an alliance 
with it a useful proposition. 

But the leaders of the Communist 
Party know the facts of political life — as 
they apply in Britain — concerning their 
party better than I. So why did they make 
the offer to the Labour Party? 

The first possibility is that during the 
past couple of years — perhaps much longer 
— the Communist Party has been running 
rapidly downhill. The sales of its daily paper, 
the Morning Star have been dropping 
steadily as have the donations from its 
readership. The paper relies ever more 
heavily on the bulk sales of each issue to 
various Iron Curtain countries. 

Membership recruitment has not been 
lower for years and the Young Communist 
League hardly exists at all. On top of this 
the party’s attempt to popularise itself by 
adopting (after a year of cripplingly boring 
‘debate’) an apparently less hard-line policy 
enshrined in a document called The British 
Road to Socialism, \ed to a thorough-going 
split. A significant minority of members, 
unashamed Stalinists, broke away to form 
the New Communist Party. 

In view of this it could be that the CP 
leadership regarded an alliance with the 
Labour Party as a much needed port in a 
storm and hoped that the Labour Party 
would seize the opportunity of tidying away 
a possible competitor for a few votes just 
before the General Election. 

While it is true that the CP has not 


Trouble shooting 


been doing well as a party, I do not feel that 
this is the reason for its public appeal to the 
Labour Party. However badly the well 
known aspects of the CP’s operation may be 
doing at present the party still has its 
organisational infrastructure which is 
supported behind-the-scenes by a_ wide 
variety of §$money-spinning business 
operations — not just Colletts Bookshop and 
one or two publishing companies, but also 
property companies. 

The second and I think more likely 
reason for the CP’s public offer was in order 
to get the equally public rebuff. I suspect 
the whole operation was a_pre-General 
Election publicity gimmick conducted by 
the Communists of the Labour Party and of 
the Communist Party designed to allay 
public fears — and indeed the fears of many 
naive Labour Party rank and filers — con- 
cerning the extreme Leftward course of the 
Labour Party. 

Examples of this are numerous. For 
example, what do Labour Party member 
Bishop Mervyn Stockwood, Communist 
Party Lewisham Organiser Mike Power and 
former Labour Mayor of Lewisham Roger 
Godsiff have in common? Two things: firstly 
they all support the Morning Star (Stock- 
wood regularly writing article for it; Mike 
Power by writing articles for it and helping 
to sell it on street corners; Godsiff by 
opening bazaars organised for the purpose of 
raising funds to subsidise it); secondly they 
were at the front of the Left Wing “‘anti- 
racialist’’ demonstration against the National 
Front in Lewisham in August last year. 

To the list of prominent Labour Party 
members who either open Morning Star 
bazaars, speak from the platform of 
‘Morning Star’ rallies, or otherwise promote 
the circulation of the paper, which is the 
official organ of the National Executive of 
the Communist Party, should be added the 
names of many Labour MP’s, not least those 
of Judith Hart and Joan Maynard — 
members of the Labour Party’s National 
Executive! 

Joining Mesdames Hart and Maynard 
and the other Marxists on the National 
Executive of the Labour Party in March was 
Tony Saunois. He was elected to the 
Executive as the representative of the 
Labour Party Young Socialists at a LPYS 
conference at Llandudno. 

Among the policies advocated by the 
LPYS and endorsed by Saunois are: the 
abolition of the Monarchy; the nationalis- 
ation of the Press and the control “by the 
Labour movement” of all TV and radio 
stations. 


The leaders of the Labour Party were 
among the large gang of hypocrites who 
loudly protested against the distribution by 
members of the Young National Front of 
leaflets to school pupils at school gates. The 
Labour leaders were silent, however, when 
their own youth group distributed in March 
100,000 copies of a leaflet to school pupils 
entitled For Whose Benefit is Education Run? 

The leaflet demanded recognition of 
the so-called ‘National Union of School 
Students” (which is organised by the Com- 
munist Party and other species of young 
Marxist); the abolition of school uniforms, 
of religious “indoctrination”, of corporal 
punishment and of all fee-paying schools. 

The decision of Sir David McNee, 
London Police Commissioner, to ban all 
political marches in London until a date in 
late April caused even more Labour Party 
Reds to surface. In early March an official 
of the International Marxist Group, David 
Jones, convened a special meeting of Marxist 
elements from a wide cross-section of parties 
and unions (in a room at County Hall, head 
office of the Greater London Council!). 

Only ‘“‘comrades’” known to and 
trusted by Jones were allowed into this 
meeting. Among these were two ultra-Left 
Lambeth Labour Councillors Ken Living- 
stone and Ted Knight. The comrades 
protested that marches organised by the 
Anti-Apartheid Movement, the National 
Union of Students, and the Haringey Anti- 
Racist Committee had been disrupted by the 
ban which, in their view, should only be 
applied against the National Front, not 
against the “progressive” organisations and 
the ““Labour movement”’. 

The incidents I have referred to are 
only a tiny sample of the instances of the 
Communist penetration of the Labour Party 
at every level. This is why I feel there must 
have been sly smiles on the faces of the 
members of the National Executive of the 
Communist Party when they sent their letter 
to the Labour Party and even slyer smiles 
when in reply they got Ron Hayward’s letter 
saying that the Labour Party regarded the 
Communist Party “in exactly the same way 
as we regard our other political opponents.” 


FLAGS, ROSETTES, 


POLES ETC. 
SEND STAMP FOR LIST 


W. BROWN, 20 SUTTON WAY, 
HESTON, MIDDX, TW5 OJA 
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NF housewives fight Lambeth 
and Wycombe seats 


Lambeth Central: HELENA STEVEN 


Housewives and mothers are fighting 
both the forthcoming Parliamentary by- 
elections for the National Front. 

In Lambeth Central, which of course 
includes the multi-racial jungle of Brixton 
and Clapham, our candidate is Helena 
Steven, 37 years of age and the mother of a 
young son, Andrew, aged four. Helena was 
born in south-east London, and worked for 
a firm of City solicitors before the birth of 
her baby. A member of the National Front 
for ten years, she beat the Liberal in last 
year’s GLC election for Woolwich East. Her 
husband Ian, whom she met in the National 
Front, is the party’s Greenwich Branch 
Organiser. 

Helena has bravely canvassed White 
voters door to door in the heart of the most 
Immigrant-infested areas, campaigning 
boldly on the issue of Black muggings 
against defenceless White women. 

Another Immigrant-swamped area is 
Wycombe, in beautiful, rural Buckingham- 
shire. Carrying the NF message to the 
electors there is Mrs. Sylvia Jones. 36 years 
old Sylvia, who has lived in Wycombe for 20 
years, has a 12 year old son, Lewis. Her 
husband is Chairman of High Wycombe 
Branch. 

Managing the campaign in Wycombe 
is dedicated East Londoner John Roberts, 
who put in a fine performance as campaign 
manager in the Ilford by-election and has 
recently been co-opted to the National 
Elections Department. 

The campaign in this rural district has 
been marred by the usual hooliganism from 
Socialist Workers Party louts, as well as 
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Wycombe: SYLVIA JONES 


JOHN 
ROBERTS 


gangs of roaming ‘Rastafarian’ Negroes, who 
throughout have attacked NF campaigners 
and brawled with the police, One sixteen 
year-old schoolgirl and YNF activist, Venetia 
Compton, who was selling NF News in the 
shopping centre, stood her ground as she was 
surrounded by a gang of woolly-hatted 
Blacks who flicked lighted matches at her. 
Keith Neville, the agent in the campaign and 
a local bus driver, has steadfastly refused to 
be intimidated by SWP hooligans who have 
attacked his home and tried to get him 
sacked from his job. The Wycombe 
campaign has once again taught the Reds 
that the NF is never intimidated. 


VENETIA 
_ COMPTON 


Nationwide NF campaign 
in May Council Elections 


Many hundreds of National Front 
candidates will be standing in the local 
government elections in May. All over 
Britain, in the Metropolitan areas of York- 
shire, Lancashire, Greater Manchester, the 
West Midlands, Merseyside and Tyne & Wear, 
as well as all boroughs in Greater London, 
NF candidates will be taking their message 
to local people: “Britons FIRST in jobs, 
housing, education and welfare.” In London 
alone it is expected that around 500 
candidates will be fighting the ward elections. 

The campaign will be fought principally 
on the massive burden of local authority 
debt incurred through the private banking 
system — the real cause of rent and rates 
rises and cuts in services — as well as immig- 
ration. 

NF candidates will also be campaigning 
against the decline of educational standards 
as the result of ‘“‘progressive’ teaching 
methods and do-as-you-please discipline; 
Town Hall corruption which has been the 
hallmark of Tory, Labour and Liberal 
councils; and the new scheme promoted by 
the Tories to spend millions more pounds of 
ratepayers’ money on job creation schemes 
exclusively for Immigrants. 


OBITUARY 


It is with deepest regret that we have 
to announce the death of Peter Jarman, who 
died in hospital on the 14th March, aged 43. 

A devoted Nationalist, Peter joined the 
National Front immediately it was formed, 
and he was one of the first National Front 
candidates in the country; he contested a 
local council election in Dover on behalf of 
the party in March 1967. 

No armchair politician, Peter was a 
real worker for the Nationalist cause as a 
totally dependable Dover Branch activist, as 
a Branch Committee member, and as a 
National Front candidate; he scarcely missed 
either a local or a national activity. 

On the occasion of the historic Hyde 
march Peter was one of a small group of 
Dover Branch members that was viciously 
attacked and stoned by a mob of Immigrant 
SWP hooligans. They were quickly put to 
flight, but not before Peter had been 
severely injured, needing stitches to a head 
wound and treatment for fractured ribs. 

Peter recovered and returned briefly 
to his Branch work. However he subsequently 
developed chronic liver failure, and his 


condition deteriorated rapidly and 
irreversibly. 
Peter’s gentle temperament, his. 


intelligence aad cheerfulness will be sadly 
missed by all who knew him. As one of the 
first to stand up and fight for a British 
future, he will not be forgotten by those 
who carry on the struggle. 

Our deepest sympathy goes to his wife 
and three children. 


.—l FeO 


A lesson in intelligent argument 


Young members of _ the 
Socialist Workers Party /“‘Anti- 
Nazi League”’ alliance have 
decided to use “intelligent 
argument” to combat the 
Young National Front, the 
Brighton Evening Argus 
revealed recently. 

Picture left shows the 
extraordinarily high level of 
this new intellectual debate — 
scrawling a Hitler-moustache 
on a photo of Young National 
Front Chairman Andrew 
Fountaine. 


SCHOOLCHILDREN and 
students from all over Sussex 
met yesterday to discuss 
measures to counter the 
National Front’s ‘‘recruit- 
ment campaign” in the coun- 
ty’s schools. 


Those attending the Anti- 
Fascist Day Workshop at 
Sussex University listened to 
speakers from the National 
Union of Students, the Anti- 
Nazi League, and Skan — 
Schoolkids against Nazis. 


One youngster said: ‘‘Only a 
minority of kids in our schools 


are listening to the National 
Front. 


= “We shall just talk to them, 
put the other side, and if they 
have got any intelligence they 
will see they are wrong and 
come over to our side.”’ 


New NF Booklet 


THE SPOKEN WORD: A Guide to Public 
Speaking and the Presentation of Public 
Meetings, by John Tyndall. 1 5p. 

All NF Branch Organisers, committee 
members, candidates and others involved in 
the presentation of NF meetings will find 
this an invaluable booklet. 

The section on Speaking in Public 
considers the subject from all angles — from 
the content of a speech and how to prepare 
it to the different types of meetings you will 
be involved in, such as meetings of members 
Or a meeting where there is_ hostile 
opposition, explaining how you should 
tackle these. 

The second part of the booklet deals 
with the staging of public meetings, and how 
these should be done with pageantry and 
effectiveness. It also deals with the advertising 
of meetings, literature display, amplification, 
music, fund-raising, Question time, security 
at meetings, in fact everything you need to 
be proficient in if you are to organise a 

really professional meeting. 


ST. GEORGE’S 
DAY MARCH 
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AND RALLY 


SATURDAY, APRIL 22nd, 1978 


Don’t miss this great 
event in the National 
ront calendar. Contact 


your local NF Organiser 
now for further details. 


WEAR A ROSE! 
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“DISTINCTIVE Beers. 300 years of brewing 
tradition watched over by old Ben Truman 
himself” — so the advertising jargon goes. 
Probably no other brewery relies to such an 
extent on creating an image of tradition and 
wholesomeness as do Trumans, the East 
London brewery. 

Yet this picture of an old independent 
family concern is an utter fraud. Trumans is 
now just a cog in the giant Maxwell Joseph 
catering empire, an empire which includes 
that other brewing giant Watneys, as well as 
the synthetic and vulgar Berni Inns. 

Joseph got his hands on the brewery in 


1972. His first action seems to have been to: 


acquire the magnificent Gainsborough 
portrait of Sir Benjamin Truman from the 
brewery for an estimated £175,000. In 1977 
he flogged it to America for the sum of 
£450,000. Intervention by the Tate Gallery 
has stopped the export until April, in an 
attempt to raise the money to purchase the 
portrait for the nation. 

Whatever happens you can be sure that 
the nation will be the loser. Either the 
painting will go to America or we will end 
up providing Mr. Joseph with a nice fat 
profit of £275,000. 

During the five years after Maxwell 
Joseph had acquired the portrait, Trumans 
were claiming the painting as part of their 
heritage — in television advertising and 
especially in an art competition launched in 
1976. It was publicised by a leaflet showing 
the Gainsborough portrait under the headline 
‘The Truman Heritage’, and claimed: “To 
connoisseurs of fine art the boardroom at the 
Truman brewery contains a treasure.” There 
was no mention that for three years it had 
not even been the property of the brewery. 
The leaflet concluded with a reference to the 
portrait’s return to the boardroom “‘never to 
leave again” (sic). 

Judge for yourself whether Joseph’s 
actions were those of a connoisseur of the 
arts, or of the vulgar cosmopolitanism that 
now pervades both our cultural and 


economic life. 

P.S. In December 1977 Trumans brewery 
banned the National Front from using meeting 
rooms in its pubs. No reason has been given, 
though Mr. Joseph’s involvement is thought by 
some to provide a clue. 


Send 20p for information pack. 


To: NATIONAL FRONT 
91 CONNAUGHT ROAD 
TEDDINGTON, MIDDX. 
(Tel. 01-977 2452) 
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FIND OUT ABOUT THE NATIONAL FRONT 


Never Mind the Heritage, 
Feel the Profit 


Name ls. 2 ee 2 ae ee = 
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